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‘VII. (0) | DEPLOYMENT 


(C) When the Amy and Navy first started the JUPITER development 
program, the tentative plan called for deployuent of the weapon system 
on or before June 1960. The location of the deployed aiseile was 
undefined, and this vas the otatus for better than two years. Fron 
time to tine the Aruy attempted to obtain @ deployment plan, but vas 
unable to do so. As earlier mentioned, even the OSE development, 
program vas held uP, and, vithout this equigsent, ὁ deployment was 

‘impossible. 

(6) The orbiting of SPUTNIK and the decision by 08D to develop - 
both TRBH" 8 brought the deployment aspects of the JUPITER closer το 
definition, although ἃ specific site was not indicated. The directive 
simply stated that deployment was to be effected vy Deceaber 1958. 
8λ6' 6 operational plan of March 1958 mentioned πὴ. the emplacements | 
would be located on “the periphery of the Sino-Soviet Bloc,” but stated 
there ‘ould be mich effort invo.ved in effecting thes bilnteral agree- 
ment with host countries. In June of 1950, Air Forze representatives 
vere discussing possible deployoent with French HATO personnel,* bul 
France did not became ἃ participast in the JUPITER progran. 

(9) By July 1935, the successful deployment of tne nisetle during | 


the year appeared rather unlikely. BMA hed estineted that an initiel 


 gpite selectinn had to be mate by 25 July fa order το gaits. 8 partial 


deployment of the first équedroa. This date ws based on the fact thet 


. »ὩὉ ΤΣ ᾽ gud): 
| 2. Hist, ABA, Jen-Jun 56, Ῥ. 73, Hise Off files. 
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τοῦ 
“the c contractor needed 215 days to set up the Lox, RIM, munitiqa, and 
Φ1Χ emplacenent areas. Each day beyond the decision cutoff resulted 
in a corresponding day of slippage. 3 As it turned out, slippage became 
the rule rather than the exception, for it was long pest 25 July 1958 
before the necessary agreements were signed. | 
| (0) In view of the protracted delays, a question of. panning the . 
| squadrons arose in September. Conferences with the proposed host 
country--Ttaly--revealed a desire that eventually manning would be | 

| completely from the allied nstion. Thus, tentative plans indicated 

USAF manning for the first squadron and NATO manning for the second 


end subsequent equedron. Later, in November, USAF questioned the 


οἱ advisability of the. eanning pian unless the egreenents were aigned by 


— LO December. To gain the carly operational capability, they believed 
that the second squadron would have to be manned by USAF personnel, as 
vel.” ΝΕ 7 | | | ᾿ " 
— (0) Deployment plans vere based on a “floating 4 date" during | 
the latter park of ss’. In other words, from the time the agreement | 
vas signed, tuo missiles ark supporting. GSE vould | be deployed to be 
Ln place 6% ἃ days later, and at T-15 readiness at the end of 75 deys. 
The remaining four missiles vould be in place at M plus 120 days, and 
in 5 cumbat readiness state at 235 days. Tie particular plan vas or 
δος suraticn, gor 4: in orarly Lae changes vere cade to the effect ths’. 


the Cotal squadros. οἵ Ae alsstics would deploy. Schedules Used a 130-day 


3. {τ Prog Rpt for Jz. δύ, 3 Aug 50, Hist 57, ciles. ΒΨ. 
ἃ. JUY Prog Rpt for Sep 55, 5 Sct Sd, Hist ΟἿ flies. | 
>. Je Rpt 


for sav Su, 3 Dec 56, Hist O77 ftles. 
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| factor between the signing of 8 technical agreenent and shipment of the 
first equipsent, with first 1 March 1959 ent then 1 April designated 
as H-Day. The signing of the goverment-to-governnent (GTG) egreement _ 
on 26-27 March confirmed the 1 April date for planning purposes.© | 

| (6) With the signing of the document, it appeared that the program 
ves under vay, but this was not the case. Italy insisted that the OT 
“agreenent lacked sufficient detail ani a technical agreement would 
have to be signed betveen the IAF and usar. Points of contention 
involved funding matters, site construction 7 uy {talien contractors. ’ 
‘an some component fabrication by Italien iudustry. Discussions on 
‘these mattera began to stretch out, and by June it vas realized that 
the i April N-Day was no longer compatible. with e realistin program. 
DOD rescinded the date on 1] July and indicated that the new MeDay vould 
coincide with the signing of the technical agreement. At the sence tine, 
41 vas realized that IAF Personnel could man both squadrons.? ΝΕ 

(0) The signing of the techatcal agreenent: on 10 August romoved 

the last major roadblock in the NATO I prograa. Although froa time to | 
tine there vere instances that. threatened delays, the course was | 
᾿ relatively smooth uten compared with past histery. Shortly after the 
signing, United Staves Air Forces, Europe (ΒΑΡ), no% ἀγαθὰ ΑΒΜΑ. that 
the beneficial occupancy date 800) for the firat position was ἃ Apris 
1960. This meant that  deployzent: planning ves nv longer based on the 


ἫΝ 
᾿Ιφο ταν Sector, but was based Of specific BOD‘s furnished by the ur. 


ὃ. Let, ABA, Jan-Jun By, pre 72; 

59, Hist Off files. 
ΟἿ. SUP Prog Rpt for Apr 5), "τ! 
| δ, Mist Off files. | ΝΣ 
8, JUP Prog Rpt for Aug $y, : ἣν 7, Hiet 228 Files. 
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‘JUPITER LAUNCH POSITION V-NATOT 
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| (6) Qnoe the program vas cettlod, events ucourred rather 
egetemntioally, for on 80 June 1962 the tenth and Lest lewch position 


| was tarned over to the IAP tan days before the scheduled date. Sach 
(position consisted of three missile emplacements, ani tae turm-over 


dates vere as follove:” oe ΝΕ 
πὑα͵.͵.8}.}Ὲ.}.}'͵.͵. δῖ Ῥυξονὰ Over to TAP 
ΕΝ ῪΎῊΈΕΥΕ duly 190 
20 26 April 1961 
3 1s April 1962 
4 2k March 1961 
9 13 February 1961 
6 7 June 1961 a 
7 3 March 1961 
8 13 June 1961 
9 29 April 1961 
10 gg Sune 1962 


(0). On 28 October 1959, the location of the third and finel 

| ‘JUPITER squadron was settled when the ata agreenent Was signed with . 

Turkey. Thereafter, the two countries engaged in conferences to | 

complete technical arrangenents, plan the facilities, and select the 
emplacement sites. Tentatively, 2 June 196} was set δὲ the BOD for 

| the first launch position. To attain tals capability in NATO II, | 


| initial manning by USAF personnel was required. This arrangement vas 


108 


Acree to ty the Push guveranh in he tedhaical asroemet, voich 
vas aigned on 1 duse 1960. ἣν dgetl 1968, all positions were to be 
rety snd manned, ant te chjective an attained? 

(Ὁ) Ta many ways deplayuent posed quite @ problem to AMA, 
ΕΝ the Agency was not directly involved in consumating the 
agreements vith the host countries. Basically, the trouble vith NATO I 
vas aite selection and who ves going to man the squadrons once. they were 

in place. All during 1958, it was quite a strain to have 8 deployment 
capebility by December 1958. Then, the switch to NATO I manning placed 
8 further tax on ABMA training facilities. In summation, vhen viewing 
the development and deployment “ups and downs," it was indeed fortunate © 
| that time dia not become critical and that ali the emplacement positions . 
were readied and manned . 


20... Hist, ABMA, J -Dec 59> pe 2 Hist ort Ti 68; Interview, Mr. 
Prince al REDSTONE -CORPORAL-JUPITER Project off, ACH, 
11 Jul | | 
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τς TRANSCRIBED ΟΟΡῪ ΕΟΙΓΟΝΘ 


Text from chart on page six: | 
MAJOR JUPITER DEVELOPMENT MILESTONES 


MISSILE | | | 
FIRST MISSILE LAUNCHED (1A) 
MSL ACHIEVES INTERMEDIATE RANGE (1) 
_ FLT TEST OF STABILIZED PLATFORM (1) 

MODEL NOSE CONE RECOVERED (C40) 

ACTIVE GUIDANCE INTRODUCED (3) 

FLIGHT TEST OF NOSE CONE (3) ; 
FULL SCALE NOSE CONE RECOVERED (5). 
FLT TEST OF FUSE 8 S8A DEVICE (5) 

COMPLETE CLOSED LOOP GUIDANCE (6) 

FLT TEST OF XW 49 WARHEAD ENVIRONMENT (6) 

FIRST MSL DELIVERED TO USAF (101) a 
GROUND EQUIPMENT ΝΣ 


τς ΕἸΒΒΤ MISSILE DRY LAUNCHED 


TACTICAL LAUNCHER 8 ERECTION EQPT DEMO 
RAPID PROPELLANT LOADING DEMONSTRATED | 
‘DRY LAUNCH SIMULATE UNDER TACT. FLD. COND. 
LAYING SCHEME DEMONSTRATED 
GROUND SYSTEM BREADBOARD TEST. 
~ Αὔτο. 15 MIN. COUNTDOWN WITH TACT. EQPT. 


